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ating After the Great Victory: The astonishing triumph 
Anjf of the conservatives in passing the Landrum-Griffin bill 
rver: § in the House two weeks ago has had truly seismic effects 
1 the on Capitol Hill and the country. Whatever is the final 
afte § word of the whole Congress and the assessment of this 
yen’ year’s fight for labor reform—two developments are now 
discernible, to sharper eyes among politicians, as posses- 
s an} sing far-reaching effects. 
tion, (1) On August 21, leaders of the Democratic party in 
| the New York, headed by State Chairman Michael Prender- 
y, it} gast, decided to back Mayor Wagner for the nomination 
eces F for Vice President. This happened, significantly, right 
after Senator John F. Kennedy had been rebuffed by the 
as House passage of a tough labor bill. The public in gen- 
*F eral did not perceive it, but all politicos recognized this 
le for what it was: the New York Democrats had cut the 
hag throat of Presidential hopeful Kennedy. 


ruck §=For this meant that these Democratic leaders would 
ions, & send to the Democratic nominating convention next year 
inLos Angeles a delegation which would not back Senator 
™ Kennedy. For Kennedy is a Catholic; so 1s Wagner. 
sal Obviously, the New York delegation (as well as any 
other delegation) would not back a Catholic for the No. 
val | post (to which Kennedy aspires ) and at the same time 
) of be pledged to support a Catholic (Wagner) for the No. 2, 
Vice Presidential position. 


a New York’s delegation to the convention will be the 
most numerous and powerful of all state delegations. 
The second largest delegation, California, obviously will 
ould F be pledged at the outset to Governor Pat Brown, also a 
Catholic. 

coin, § .E.D.—as New York politicians put tt—Senator Ken- 
eT nedy’s fight for the Presidential candidature has now met 
aspectacular, if not fatal, reverse. 

On Capitol Hill, Senators talk much about the sharp 
sump in Kennedy’s chances, after the New York Dem- 
year ee 
Asia F Ocratic party’s move. Additionally, they stress how 
yu | ‘Little Jack” is handicapped by what one Senator called 


19 F “Jack’s damned if he does, damned if he don’t. If he 
supports a ‘tough bill,’ Reuther and his crowd may veto 
w: | him at the convention. If he succeeds in getting some 
compromises in favor of unions, he’ll have to accept some 
tough provisions because the public wants these. Yet, 
the stubborn labor bosses won’t like him for that either.” 


(2) Tremendous pressure from out in the country on 
















“the all-or-nothing stubbornness” of the labor bosses. 
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Senators to pass the Landrum-Griffin bill has continued. 
and this has been fueled not only by the inspiring vote 
for the bill in the House but also by mounting indignation 
at the arrogance of the labor bosses. More information 
about the shameless lobbying of the labor crowd in the 
halls of Congress and surrounding hotels where members 
live, has gotten out to the grass roots. In addition to 
threats, liquor, women, high denomination currency— 
offered to and spurned by members—have fed a great 
moral reaction. 


Finally, James B. Carey, President of the Electrical 
Workers Union and a wheel horse of the AFL-CIO, in 
an extraordinary letter on August 18, threatened those 
members who voted for the Landrum-Griffin bill with 
retaliation by labor at the next election. The revulsion 
of the public was instantaneous and House members who 
received the letter ran off 250,000 copies which they 
mailed to constituents. While the AFL-CIO Council 
thundered of reprisals and even greater slush funds to 
beat those who voted for labor reform, public temperature 
rose further. 


As a result, in many corners of Capitol Hill, 
members predict that next January, when Con- 
gress reassembles, a great campaign will be 
launched to pass laws curtailing the labor boss 
misuse of union funds for political purposes and 
for harnessing the monopoly position of labor 
union power in the country. 


Front Organizations: One of the nightmares which 
haunt Government planners’ minds in connection with 
the famous visit is the possible appearance of so-called 
“liberal” groups or “letterhead” committees urging. ap- 
peasement of the journeying dictator. The clandestine 
“leadership” meetings of Commie members in key cities 
(cited in last week’s news section) may lead to the estab- 
lishment of these “committees.” Such a consequence 
would scarcely please those diplomats who have to en- 
gage in bargaining with their Soviet opposite numbers. 


However, no member of Congress will dare raise his 
voice in the exact words of the “villain” in Allan Drury’s 
best-selling novel about Washington, Advise and Consent 
(Doubleday, $5.75). This character, “Senator Van Ack- 
erman of Wyoming” harangues a mass meeting sponsored 
by the appeasement “Committee on Making Further 
Offers for a Russian Truce,” called “COMFORT.” He — 
gives them the line: “As for me, I had rather crawl on 
my knees to Moscow than die under an atom bomb!” 

(Drury, presently on the New York Times staff in the 
Capital, gives a vivid description of contemporary Wash- 
ington, with fictionalized reporting on the true ways and 
wiles of politicos, in the Executive, Judiciary and Legis- 
lative branches of Government. This book is the liter- 
ary sensation of the Capital today.) 
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Inflation Front: The Democrats in the House Ways 
and Means Committee on August 25 threw an extra 
shovelful on the fires of inflation by refusing to remove 
the 414 per cent ceiling on the interest rate of Federal 
Government bonds—which the Treasury, the Federal Re- 
serve Board and many others have been urging for some 


time. This action by the Democratic leaders badly 
hampers the fight against inflation. The President de- 
nounced the Democrats’ failure to lift the rate saying: 
“No issue of greater importance has come before this 
session of Congress.” 

Secretary of the Treasury Anderson remarked last 
week, “Nothing shoots up interest rates as fast as fear 
of inflation. That’s one reason rates rose so fast in the 
summer of 1958. Investors are understandably reluctant 
to tie up their funds in long-term bonds if they believe 
the value of the dollar will go down. 


“If they become convinced that we’ll protect 

_ the value of the dollar, partly through sound 

- debt management, they’ll be more likely to buy 
long-term bonds at lower interest rates.” 


At the same time, President George Meany of the 
AFL-CIO did his bit for the forces of inflation. He 
said last week that the President’s crusade against in- 
flation is simply “hysteria” and that the President, plus 
big business, is trying to “brainwash” the country with 
warnings about fiscal solvency and balanced Budget. 
“We must protest,” said Meany and his Council, “against 
the politically motivated hysteria which this Adminis- 
tration and its big business allies have instigated.” 

Capitol Hill finds justification for public concern over 
the recent report of the Bureau of Labor Statistics which 
showed that for the fourth consecutive month, the na- 
tional cost-of-living index reached a new record high. 


Khrushchev Visit: Not much is being said by White 
House and State Department sources, but observers be- 
lieve that the “high level” of Government is worried, 
not so much about protecting the visitor’s security, as 
about his reaction to the coolness of the people towards 
him. Thus, it is noted, Governor Herschel C. Loveless 
of Iowa told the press on August 22 that he was op- 
“posédté the Soviet Premier’s visit. He said he opposed 
Khrushchev’s visit because he feared it would be used 
for propaganda purposes. He said he has no plans to 
greet the visitor. Loveless is a “liberal” Democrat, and 
those who know him believe that he wants to run for 
the Senate and fears a show of cordiality might lose 
him votes. Iowa is on the official itinerary of the tour. 
Chicago and Detroit, originally mentioned as points to 
be visited, have been dropped. Few deny that the 
temper of people in those cities strongly suggested that 
they should be omitted from the itinerary. 

@ The AFL-CIO Executive Council, in a statement 
concerning the visit of the Russian ruler, said last week 
it “cannot give recognition to the head of a Govern- 
ment which does not permit its own workers to have 
any free trade unions” and “which seeks to destroy 
human freedom in any form.” President George Meany, 
speaking for the 27-man Council, said the AFL-CIO 
would “reject out of hand” any suggestion that the 
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labor federation invite Khrushchev to its coming ¢p. 
vention in San Francisco (a city on his itinerary). 

It is understood that Walter Reuther and James RB 
Carey, of the Council, believe that they should 
Khrushchev personally and tell him “straight from the 
shoulder” that the trade union members of Amerie 
will not be deluded by any Communist propaganda, 

There is little doubt that the AFL-CIO Couneils 
official position to ignore the visiting Russian springs 
in large part from the knowledge that their rank-and. 
file members oppose the visit of Khrushchev and want 
to give him the “civil but silent” treatment. 

On Capitol Hill, observers remark: “Now big labor 
has taken an official position. What position will big 
business take?” 





The Wedding: The fine Madison Avenue hand of Mrs, 
Anna Rosenberg, left-wing Democrat and official in the 
Truman Administration, appears behind the hoopla 
over the marriage of Governor Rockefeller’s son Steven 
to a Norwegian grocer’s daughter. Mrs. Rosenberg js 
public relations advisor to the Rockefeller Brothers, 


Public relations circles recall similar handling of the 
wedding of Sara Delano Roosevelt, daughter of Con- 
gressman James Roosevelt, who was adopted by John 
Hay Whitney when her mother—the former Betty Cush- 
ing—divorced FDR’s eldest son and married Whitney, 


Sara married an Italian-American barber in 1953. At 
that time Anna Rosenberg was working for the multi- 
millionaire Whitneys to depict them as “true friends 
of the common people.” The generous coverage of 
that Cinderella wedding did no harm to Mrs. Rosen- 
berg’s business. The recent headline and picture splash 
of the Rockefeller nuptials in Norway added lustre to 
the Rosenberg name along Madison Avenue, although 
the girl’s parents were a bit dismayed over the huge press 
delegation that descended upon their small village. Far 
from dismayed is Presidential hopeful Nelson Rocke- 
feller. In the public relations trade “fairy tale” mar- 
riages are valued for their “humanizing effect” on the 
public’s image of the rich and prominent parties involved. 


Polls: Nelson Rockefeller’s abrupt about-face on_his 
nomination strategy barely saved him from becoming 
the political laughingstock of 1959. On the heels ot 
his forced repudiation of popularity polls as the basis 
for deciding whether to run, polls from two sources not 
unfriendly to Rockefeller show him losing support, and 
make mincemeat of the claim that only the Governor 
can get the independent votes and win. 

The August Gallup Poll indicated Vice President 
Richard Nixon’s continued upsurge in popularity; the 
Vice President was favored by 65 per cent of GOP voters 
and 45 per cent of independents, while Rockefeller barely 
held his own with Republicans and lost ground in his 
supposed stronghold, the independents. 

Another poll which received less national attention, 
however, is given more significance in Washington. The 
Boston Herald, a generally “liberal” newspaper, reports 
that a survey in New Hampshire, where the first primary 
will be held next year, shows Nixon even more popular 
in the Granite State than nationally, getting a whopping 
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The Danger of Playing Host to Khrushchev 





male By Senator THomas J. Dopp or CoNNECTICUT 





—— 


N IkIrA KHRUSHCHEV first appears in history as a 
Communist official in the Ukraine in the early 
1930’s helping to direct the program of planned star- 
vation which resulted in the death of five million 
Ukranians. 

In 1988 Khrushchev was appointed Communist 
chief in the Ukraine. He was appointed to that posi- 
tion as a reward for his previous ruthlessness. His 
task was to direct the great Ukrainian purge of that 
year. Authorities on Ukrainian history estimate that 
400,000 men, women and children were murdered 
under Khrushchev’s over-all direction in that single 

ear. 

A Perhaps a fully documented account of the purge 
in one of the districts of the Ukraine will give a 
graphic picture. 

Three months after Khrushchev rose to power 
in the Ukraine, twelve thousand people were mur- 
dered in the small city of Vinnitsa; each of the 
victims was shot in the back of the neck—in some 
cases two or three times. They were thrown into 
mass graves. Their fate was unknown to their 


families and townspeople until the graves were 
accidentally discovered several years later. 


The documentation on Vinnitsa is complete with 
hundreds of photographs, reliable details of eyewit- 
ness accounts and authoritative medical records. 
This is what Khrushchev did in one city. The atroc- 
ities of Vinnitsa were repeated throughout the 
Ukraine. 

He continued to rise in Communist ranks through 
his participation in other purges in the Ukraine 
right up to the German conquest of that area in 
1941. 

Following the war, he was sent back by Stalin to 
direct the crushing of the resistance of the Ukrainian 
people to the reimposition of Communist rule. 

We have lived in an era of totalitarian regimes, 
regimes which have perpetrated crimes on so gigantic 
a scale that people cannot comprehend them, crimes 
so often repeated that our sensibilities become fa- 
tigued and our reaction dulled. Many who would 
be shocked by an individual murder in their home 
town have come to accept the organized annihilation 
of distant millions as a fact of twentieth century 
life. And when these crimes are obscured by the pas- 
sage of 20 years, many cease to respond altogether: 

If there are those who feel that the mass murder 
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of thousands of human beings loses its relevance 
after the passage of 20 years, I would point out 
Khrushchev’s role in the massacre of the Hungarian 
patriots in 1956. 

It was Khrushchev who in 1956 ordered the Red 
Army to invade Hungary, depose the legal Govern- 
ment of Imre Nagy and ruthlessly massacre Hun- 
garian civilians in all areas where there was open 
opposition. It was Khrushchev who invited the 
Hungarian commanding officer, General Pal Maleter, 
to negotiations under flag of truce—and then had 
him arrested by the Chief of the Soviet Secret Police, 
General Serov. It was Khrushchev who lured Pre- 
mier Imre Nagy and his colleagues out of their sanc- 
tuary in the Yugoslav embassy by perfidiously offer- 
ing them an assurance of safe conduct—and then 
kidnapped them as they emerged from the embassy. 

It was Khrushchev who one year ago horrified 
the conscience of the free world by ordering the mur- 
der of General Maleter and Prime Minister Nagy 
after secret trials on fraudulent charges. 


Nikita Khrushchev rose to Communist prominence 
as the Hangman of the Ukraine. 


He has maintained himself in power as the Butcher 
of Budapest. 


He has on his hands the blood of countless thous- 
ands of innocent people who were murdered under 
his personal direction. 


He is responsible for the continued suffering of 
millions in slave labor camps. 


He is the principal world spokesman for the ruth- 
less attack on religion under which Cardinal Minds- 
zenty, Archbishop Beran and countless other church- 
men of various faiths have been persecuted. 


He is the sponsor of the dreadful persecution of 
Jews within the Communist empire which, accord- 
ing to the American Jewish Committee, threatens 
“the extinction of the Jewish religion and culture in 
a vast region of the earth.” 


He maintains the iron grip of tyranny over a dozen 
captive peoples. 


In addition to his personal crimes he is the prin- 
cipal representative of the system of concentration 
camps, mass murder, brainwashing, militant atheism, 
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the organized promotion of falsehood, and the 
planned enslavement of the entire non-Communist 
world. 


This is the man whom the President has invited 
to our country as an honored guest. This is the 
man to whom we are asked to extend all of our 
courtesies, our kindnesses, our tokens of honor 
and esteem, our symbols of approval. 


To those who deny that a state visit by Khrush- 
chev implies approval for Khrushchev by our Gov- 
ernment and people, let me point out what is 
involved in such a visit. 

If we may assume that the normal customs ob- 
served during state visits will be followed with re- 
spect to Khrushchev, we shall be treated to a series 
of strange spectacles, each more repugnant than the 
one before. 

He will undoubtedly receive a series of official 
greetings surpassing anything previous in our his- 
tory. As the hysteria heightens, it is probable that 
from one end of this country to the other he will be 
embraced, deferred to, flattered and fawned upon 
by our highest officials. 

On television and in the press we and the world 
will be treated to a continuing parade of pictures of 
American leaders, and American people in friendly, 
approving, back-slapping poses with the Red dictator. 

All the media of public communications will be 
open to him presenting him with the opportunity for 
a propaganda victory which must be beyond the 
wildest dreams of the Kremlin. 


Wt WOULD THE COUNTRY have thought if in 

1939 President Roosevelt had invited Adolf 
Hitler to a barnstorming tour of the United States, 
fresh from his conquest of Czechoslovakia, Austria 
and Poland and in the midst of his extermination of 
millions of Jews. Would the members of this body 
have tolerated the hanging of swastikas in the center 
of our Capitol? Can we imagine Hitler in the White 
House? Yet, the Khrushchev visit amounts to ex- 
actly the same thing. 

Between Hitler and Khrushchev, there is nothing 
to choose. The hammer and sickle emblem is no 
less offensive than the swastika. 

The only thing that has changed is the attitude 
of the American Government. Over the years there 
must have been an imperceptible erosion of moral 
consciousness, an erosion which is suddenly revealed 
by an incident of this kind. 

The Communist propaganda machine will exploit 
to the fullest advantage everything that comes out 
of the Khrushchev tour of the United States. We 
can be certain that the satellite peoples, who still 
cling to the hope of liberty, will be flooded with pho- 
tographs of Khrushchev being wined and dined, 
flattered and applauded by the leaders and people 
of our country. To the satellite peoples, Khrush- 


ARTICLE 2 


chev’s visit to the United States will be interpreta 
as a reflection of American acceptance of permaney 
Soviet domination of their lands. | 

Another immediate result of the visit will be th 
upgrading of Khrushchev at home. Since the deaf, 
of Stalin, no successor to him has reached the Din. 
nacle of supreme and uncontested power that }y 
exercised. There has been a power struggle goj 
on within the Kremlin since the death of Stalin 
Occasionally there comes to light an event whic 
gives us a rare glimpse of this conflict, such as th 
murder of Beria, the downgrading of Bulganin, » 
the exile of Molotov. 

Khrushchev has thus far been the victor and js 
apparently moving steadily toward complete one. 
man domination. While this power struggle cop. 
tinues, and particularly if it should erupt mor 
violently, the Communist regime is weakened t 
the corresponding advantage of the free world, 

It is in our interest to prevent Khrushchev from 
attaining the undisputed control which Stalin exer. 
cised. It is in our interest that there be a continu. 
tion of whatever divisive, internecine conflicts now 
exist within the Kremlin. Therefore, anything that 
we do to promote Khrushchev, to increase his stature 
among his potential rivals, to build him up befor 
the people of the Soviet Union is to our own grave 
disadvantage. 

It is generally accepted that the shift toward a 
“soft policy” on Berlin started with the visit to 
Khrushchev by Prime Minister Macmillan of Great 
Britain. Now, for the first time in the cold war, 
the leaders of Russia and the United States will 
be negotiating alone. 





Khrushchev will do everything in his power to 
split the principal members of the free world alli- 
ance. Each of these Governments must contend 
at home with a political opposition which can be 
counted on to exploit any indication that the 
United States and Russia are rearranging world 
affairs. The President may succeed in temporarily 
allaying the misgivings of our chief allies but the 
danger of a beginning of distrust, suspicion and 
division is a serious possibility. 
Those who have been soft on communism will 
grow softer. Those who are unconcerned about the 
Communist menace will become even more indif- 
ferent. Those who have been sounding the alarms 
will find their difficulties multiplied. Those in the 
world who understand the nature of communism 
and who have looked to the United States as the 
citadel of resistance will become further discouraged. 

Advocates of the Khrushchev visit have advanced 
a number of reasons in its favor, reasons which I 
would like to discuss. 

The most frequently quoted argument is that it 
is better to talk with Khrushchev than to fight a 
nuclear war with him. This is of course a non sequt- 
tur. In the first place, we are not necessarily faced 
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with either alternative, as the President has main- 
tained for four years. 


Secondly, the question of the state visit to America 
should not be confused with the question of the feasi- 
bility or the necessity for negotiation. I would not 
object to a meeting between Eisenhower and 
Khrushchev under proper conditions. I recognize 
as fully as anyone the necessity for negotiations. 
But negotiations should never take place under con- 
ditions that imply concessions under threat and ap- 
proval of or indifference to Communist tyranny. 

It is held that when Khrushchev comes here and 
tours this Nation, he cannot fail to be impressed by 
the size and strength of our country and the determi- 
nation of our people to defend what we have. 


I suspect that Khrushchev, like other Soviet visi- 
tors to this country, will see here only what he wants 
to see. I am sure that he will not be impressed by 
tours of a few military bases or scientific establish- 
ments even if he agrees to visit them. He is too 
used to staging guided tours and demonstrations of 
strength in Red Square to be impressed by them here. 

We know that the Kremlin maintains constant 
surveillance of our magazines, newspapers, scientific 
journals and statistical publications. Khrushchev 
has at his fingertips exact information as to the ca- 
pacity of our economy, the state of our scientific 
progress and the status of our military strength. 


He may be impressed not by the attractive fea- 
tures of our society but by the absence of an effective 
civil defense program, by the absence of discipline, by 
the absence of dedication and sacrifice. 


[? IS OFTEN SAID that the free world can only gain 

from exchanges of this kind with the Communists 
and that if the price for having our President visit 
the Soviet Union is to have Khrushchev here, then 
the benefit is well worth the cost. 


I dispute this. The Communist system is fully 
able to control any impressions that American visi- 
tors might make there. Any momentary: personal 
triumphs which one or another of our representatives 
might score in various spots of the Soviet Union can 
be easily isolated and a variety of propaganda can 
be let loose to distort the words and actions of our 
visitors. The obstacles which were placed in Vice 
President Nixon’s path, the planted hecklers, the 
distortions and misrepresentations of his words and 
acts prove this. 


Four decades of Communist tyranny and propa- 
ganda have cowed the peoples of the Soviet Union, 
reduced them to fearfulness and docility and robbed 
them to a great extent of the capacity for independ- 
ent thinking. And above and beyond this, the actions 
of the Soviet Government are not governed by the 
moods or wishes of the people. 
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Everything is reversed in the United States. There 
is no attempt to control or distort the news accorded 
Communist visitors and there is no means to do se 
even if there were the will. These visitors are great 
novelties; they heve tremendous news value and 
they are given every opportunity to make exactly 
the kind of impression they want to make. Their 
attempts to disarm the American people, to disguise 
Communist motives, to erode away our moral indig- 
nation against communism are carried out under 
ideal circumstances. 


Their visitors, their exhibits are calculated to 
weaken the basic resistance of the American people 
to communism. The greater their success, the greater 
likelihood that more and more Americans will cease 
thinking of communism as a dread, monstrous tyr- 
anny which seeks to destroy all that we stand for and 
begin to think of it as just another way of life that 
differs somewhat from our own but which has its 
own good points. 


The further this false doctrine spreads in this 
country, the stronger will be the clamor for foolhardy 
unilateral disarmament, the greater will be the resis- 
tance to continuing sacrifices to maintain our 
strength, and the easier will be the path of Commu- 
nist infiltration and subversion. 


An adequate national response to the challenge of 
world communism is impossible without a recogni- 
tion of what it is: 


Communism is total evil. It is all black. There 
is nothing gray about it. There is nothing good about 
it. Its ends and its means to those ends are evil. 


If, by force of circumstances, Communists are for 
something right, it is only as an expedient to ad- 
vance their evil ends. 


If they occasionally appear in a worthy light, it 
is because they must make some appeal to human 
needs and aspirations. 


When they educate the ignorant, it is to perfect 
their apparatus of enslavement. 


When they industrialize, it is to strengthen their 
capacity for aggression. 


When they talk peace, it is just another means of 
waging war. 


When they allow long overdue improvements in 
living conditions, it 1s evidence that even Communist 
oppressors must make some concessions to the wishes 
of the oppressed. 


There is no evil so appalling that Communists 
would shrink from it, if it would effectively advance 
their ends. There is no atrocity so hideous that they 
would not willingly commit it if it served their 
purposes. 


There are those who say that after Khrushchev 


ARTICLE 3 


comes here, he may be convinced of the true desire 
of the American people and its Government for 
peace in the world. Does anyone seriously contend 
that the tensions in the world are caused by Khrush- 
chev’s honest doubt that America seeks peace? 

If the long record of our deeds throughout the six 
decades of Khrushchev’s life has not convinced him 
of the desire of the American people for peace, then 
I am sure that no two-week visit will do so. We 
do not have to prove our peaceful intentions. 

What we must avoid, rather, is the mistaken esti- 
mate by Khrushchev that the American people are 
so peace-loving they will refuse to fight for Berlin 
or for other free world territory and are prepared to 
surrender piecemeal rather than stand up against 
Communist aggression. Khrushchev knows the 
American people are peace-loving. He is counting 
on that as one of the elements of weakness in the 
western camp. There is no need to bring him here 
to find out what he already knows. There is no 
need to encourage him to demand further concessions 
that the American people must not grant. 

For all these reasons, I am raising my voice against 
the invitation to this infamous Red dictator to ply 
his wares on American soil. 

The Governments of Norway and Sweden recently 
invited Khrushchev to visit their countries. To 
Moscow, these little nations so close to Soviet Rus- 
sia, so relatively defenseless against Communist 
might, with their long tradition of neutrality, must 
have appeared inviting targets for Khrushchev’s 
softening up policy. Yet a wave of public opposi- 
tion to Khrushchev’s visit swept these countries. The 
opposition was spearheaded by churchmen, prom- 
inent intellectuals, Nobel prize winners, university 
professors, writers and student organizations. When 
it became obvious that Khrushchev’s Scandinavian 
visit would result in a propaganda defeat instead of 
the expected victory, he abruptly called off the trip. 


I FEEL ever more strongly an unavoidable conviction 
that the Government and people of our country 
are not measuring up to the challenge of our age. 

If our failure to meet these challenges continues, 
the eventual result will be defeat. But we hasten 
the day of that defeat when we go beyond failure 
to do the right thing and begin again to do wrong 
things. 

Bringing Khrushchev to this country is a dread- 
ful wrong. 

It is bound to hurt us and the causes we repre- 
sent. In the interest of salvaging something from 
this debacle, in the hope of limiting the harm where- 
ever possible, I offer the following recommendations: 

First, the President should take up with Khrush- 
chev the issue of the captive nations, pointing out 

_to him that the American people will regard further 


ARTICLE 4 


agreements as meaningless until there is evideng 
that the Soviet Government intends to respect jt, 
past agreements. 


Second, our Government should insist on a clegy. 
cut retraction of Khrushchev’s Berlin ultimatum bg. 
fore we engage in further negotiations. 


Third, all of the concessions offered by the Weg 
at the Geneva Foreign Ministers’ Conference in the 
hope of obtaining an agreement should be considered 
null and void since the conference ended withoy 
agreement. Any future negotiations should have , 
fresh start. 





Fourth, wherever possible, every attempt must 
be made by leaders of both parties who come into 
contact with Khrushchev to emphasize our firm 
resolve never to abandon the people of West Berlin, 


Fifth, the American representatives and people 
who will meet Khrushchev during this tour should 
understand that their actions will be watched every. 
where in the world and will have an effect on the out- 
come of the cold war. Khrushchev must be accorded 
no ovations in the citadel of freedom. The conduct 
of the American people should be governed by r- 
straint and dignity. It would be wrong for ou 
Government to ask our people to pretend to an en- 
thusiasm which violates their religious heliefs and 
political convictions. 

Sixth, those officials who are charged with plan- 
ning Khrushchev’s visit should draw a clear distine- 
tion between Khrushchev and between the legitimate 
leaders of free nations whom we have welcomed to 
our shores. 


I hope that during Khrushchev’s visit we shall 
hear church bells in the land, tolling their remen- 
brance for the murdered millions behind the Iron 
Curtain. I hope that there will be public observ- 
ances of prayer for the deliverance of the captive 
nations. I hope there will be peaceful demonstra- 
tions of our dedication to that true peace which can 
only be achieved by spreading freedom and justice 
throughout the earth. 

Let there be no cheers for the Red dictator, no 
crowds assembled to greet him, no flattery or flowers. 
Let our people be civil but silent. 
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74 per cent of the GOP support to Rockefeller’s 11 per 
gent. And New Hampshire's independent voters supply 
the clincher: not only do a majority of them favor 
Yixon, but Rockefeller is not even second choice—he 
received less support (13 per cent as against 16) than 
(NX Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge! 


sherman Adams Again: News comes that the former 
top secretary of Sherman Adams (when he was Assistant 
President ) is now Governor Nelson Rockefeller’s personal 
geretary in Albany. She is Miss Ilene Slater and she 
joined the Rockefeller. forces during Nelson’s campaign 
for the governorship. When he went to Albany, she 
was appointed personal secretary. 


The Manchester (New Hampshire) Union Leader’s 
state capital correspondent, D. Frank O’Neil, warns 
against “jumping to a hasty conclusion” that Miss 
Slater is “just another secretary.” She was chosen to 
jom the Rockefeller organization as one with a “knowl- 
elge of national affairs, nationally known personalities 
and national impact.” Obviously, this included her 
experience at the White House as a top secretary in 
the Eisenhower inner circle. Miss Slater left the White 
House before the exposé of Sherman Adams and Gold- 
fine commenced. 


The Union Leader correspondent suggests that if 
Rockefeller and Nixon (who was not exactly friendly 
with Adams) lock horns in open conflict, “the stage is 
certainly set for a close liaison operation between Rocke- 
feller and Adams, through the secretary who has served 
both men.” 


On June 10, Human Events reported that “Adams 
has been quietly busy promoting the Rockefeller candi- 
dature in the Granite State.” Not surprisingly, Adams, 
the fountainhead of Modern Republicanism, finds the 
“liberal’’ Rockefeller much to his taste. 


Castro’s Cuba: Red Cuba is getting redder—and the 
American people will turn purple when they realize the 
part their own Government has played in letting Cuba 
go Communist. 


Willard Edwards, top reporter for The Chicago Tribune, 
writes that two Senators have taken evidence.in Miami 
on communism in Cuba. The evidence was described 
as “exhaustive and staggering.” Open hearings are being 
urged by one Senator; they would shéw, he said, that 
Russia is establishing bases in the Carribean a few miles 
from Florida—as reported in Human Events on July 
29. The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee will 
probably make the evidence public after Khrushchev’s 
visit to the US. 


Capital observers add this report to stories in many 
papers recently describing the Red-dominated training 
camps in Cuba where attacks on neighboring countries 
are planned, to the testimony of Major Pedro Diaz 
Lanz and the ousting of President Manuel Urrutia—and 
they wonder: What more evidence does the State De- 
partment need? And, what will happen in 1960 when 
the Democrats, pointing to Cuba and Khrushchev’s 
visit, charge the GOP with being “soft” on communism? 


SEPTEMBER 2, 1959 





Education: The Department of Health. Education and 
Welfare began its annual snow job on the public this 
week by releasing figures purporting to show that Amer- 
ica is beset by an enormous teacher shortage. 

The Department’s August 30, 1959, release on teacher 
shortages lists the number of qualified teachers avail- 
able during the 1958-59 school year at 1,400,700. This 
is about 65,000 more than the advance estimate issued 
in August, 1958, when the Department claimed a 132.- 
000 teacher shortage would develop. 

Over the last few years the record shows advance 
estimates such as this have placed the number of quali- 
fied teachers between 55,000 and 72,000 lower than the 
number reported a year later. Now for the coming 
year the Department claims that 1,563,000 teachers 
will be needed and there will be only 1,368,000 qualified. 
Educational observers predict next year’s figures will 
show the current estimate to be far off just as were 
those for 1958-59 and previous years. 

This ruse is pulled off by figure juggling—writing off 
teachers whe. move, take--maternity leave, etc.,. and is 
used to propagandize Federal aid to education legisla- 
tion such as the Administration-opposed $4.4 billion 
Murray-Metcalf bill. 


Textile Workers: The tide of battle shifts from week 
to week as the labor bosses continue in their efforts to 
“take over” in the key southern state of North Caro- 
lina. (1) A controversial ruling by the North Carolina 
Employment Security Commission has strengthened the 
“bargaining” power of union members in the state. At 
stake was a state law which reduces from 16 to twelve 
weeks the period of unemployment benefits for jobless 
persons when such persons refuse suitable work without 
good cause. Involved were twelve members of the Tex- 
tile Workers Union of America who declined to return 
to their jobs at the strike-bound Harriet-Henderson 
Cotton Mills when the mills resumed operations with 
both new and old workers last May after a six-month 
shut-down. 

At that time, strikers who did not return to Harriet- 
Henderson began drawing unemployment benefits. After 
twelve weeks, however, the state cut off the payments 
since the recipients had suitable work at their disposal. 
But twelve textile workers in this group appealed to 
the Employment Security Commission for four more 
weeks of unemployment compensation. 

Last week, D. G Ball, the commission’s special ap- 
peals deputy, decided the case in the strikers’ favor, 
explaining: “The claimants being union members felt 
that they were morally obligated to remain on strike 
with the other members and did not wish to work with- 
out a contract. Therefore, they did not cross the picket 
lines to resume their duties.” 


Many North Carolina taxpayers are wonder- 
ing if the state isn’t morally obligated to be 
more frugal in the spending of their money. 


(2) On the other hand, North Carolinians recently 
moved swiftly to bring to justice labor bosses and goons 
who planned violence in Henderson. A Superior Court 
jury found eight members of the TWUA guilty of con- 
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spiring to blow up a transformer station adjacent to 
the eotton mills (see HuMAN Events for June 24, 1959). 


Judge Raymond Mallard sentenced three ring-leaders 
to prison terms of from six to ten years; the others re- 
ceived two to seven year sentences. 


“T hope all of you gentlemen will some day come to 
understand,” Judge Mallard told the guilty unionists, 
“that the law is bigger than you, bigger than the union, 
bigger than any organization. The people of North 
Carolina will not tolerate anyone holding themselves 
above the law.” 


Protest Can Be Potent: Americans have perhaps for- 
gotten that the British had a visit from Khrushchev in 
April, 1956. From British sources, Human Events can 
offer a picture of how the British people handled the 
matter (which, in its initial stages, has some parallel 
with what Americans are beginning to do now). 


First of all, a period of “cultural exchanges” went 
on between Britain and Russia, and from Moscow, 
Khrushchev sought to impress Britons in exclusive in- 
terviews with his lack of knowledge of the sceptred isle 
and his desire to see it. .Then Malenkov took a trip to 
London and broke the ice. No substantial objection 
arose among the British to Malenkov’s visit, no more 
than arose in the US when Mikoyan came here. How- 
ever, refugee groups and small groups of active anti- 
Communists raised their voices against Khrushchev’s 
plans to come to England. These were minimized in 
the press and there were references to “fanatics.” 


But letters, resolutions, petitions and public 
discussion swelled and expanded far beyond 
these initial small groups. As this process 
mounted, the anti-Khrushchev tide increased 
and became “respectable.” Politicians hastened 
to give assurance of “no sell-out.” 


Highpoints were, as follows: a mass meeting in the 
Manchester Free Trade Hall on March 25, led by Mal- 
colm Muggeridge, prominent editor; a debate in the 
House of Lords after a speech by the Duke of Norfolk, 
on March 28; a day of prayer launched by Cardinal 
Griffin on April 8; the Duke of Norfolk and the Catholic 
Union got from Prime Minister Eden a pledge not to 
violate principles in dealing with Khrushchev. Massive 
petitions of protest against the visit enlisted about 
180,000 refugees and over 250,000 British citizens. Plac- 
ards, arm bands, mourning and other devices were used, 
but stress was on prayer, non-participation and dis- 
cussion. The appeal was to emotion, to intellect and 
to conscience. 


When Khrushchev and Bulganin arrived at Ports- 
mouth on April 19, 1956, they were met by the First 
Lord of the Admiralty and the Minister of State. (Bul- 
ganin was then Premier, Khrushchev head of the Com- 
munist party.) The Prime Minister and the Foreign 
Minister awaited them in London. They were received 
once by the Queen, briefly, at Windsor. This was the 
protocol—Bulganin was received as chief of Government, 
not as head of state as Khrushchev (although Premier) 
will be received in Washington. 
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Publicly, the reception was generally quiet, with 
however, a few pickets and demonstrators arrested. 
Crowds were curious, but quiet and undemonstratiye 
and diminishingly small. When the visitors reached Ox. 
ford, students sang “Good Old Joe,” to the tune of “The 
Volga Boatman” (a ribbing in view of Khrushchey’s 
then recent repudiation of Stalin). The crowds became 
quieter and smaller and by April 23, when a new peti- 
tion with 60,000 signatures was filed by Muggeridge. 
citizens in the churches and at protest meetings far ex. 
ceeded turnouts for Khrushchev. 

All these chilly evidences, plus talk of captive no. 
tions, brought angry reaction from Khrushchev, who 
engaged in a verbal altercation with British Labor 
leaders at a dinner, when they petitioned him to release 
from prison Social Democrats in Eastern Europe. He 
shouted them down as “enemies of the people.” 

After the Russians departed, the London Economist 
described the experience as “Ten Days That Failed to 
Shake the World.” 


Fulton Lewis: Many subscribers have written to 
Human Events asking why radio commentator Fulton 
Lewis, Jr., is off the air in various areas of the country. 
Lewis’ office informs Human Events that he has been 
off the air in Los Angeles, Seattle, Oklahoma and the 
New England states because the Mutual Network on 
which he broadcasts has lost its stations in those areas, 
The Mutual Broadcasting System expects soon to sign 
up replacement stations. 

The process of obtaining a replacement station in 
Los Angeles has encountered one big difficulty—organ- 
ized labor. In that city one of the best stations, now 
independent, was about to sign up with Mutual when 
it discovered that a network station in the Los Angeles 
area would be required by the unions to pay $95,000 
in additional wages to already well paid union-scale 
employees. 








REV. PAUL BECKWITH, evangelist and Bible teacher, Lansing, 
Mich.: “In these days when so much radio and newspaper comment 
is slanted ‘left of center,’ it is refreshing to pick up HUMAN 
EVENTS and find the true inside story from a conservative 
standpoint. I hope it will have an ever widening circle of influence. 
I use it constantly for reference material in an itinerant preaching 
ministry.” 

WARREN Y. GORE, Department of Speech, Illinois Institute of 
Technology: “HUMAN EVENTS provides an opportunity for our 
staff and students to read both news and special articles written 
by intelligent. moderate writers and commentators on a wide 
variety of political issues and historical events.” 
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